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REPLY. 


The  speech  made  in  the  Senate,  last  Wednesday,  by  Mr.  Stuart,  of 
Michigan,  requires  special  notice  from  me.  It  was  an  extraordinary 
speech,  for  two,  if  for  no  other  reasons :  first,  I  have  treated  him,  since 
our  first  acquaintance  in  the  House  of  Kepresentatives,  with  invariable 
respect;  and,  second,  it  was  made  in  the  Senate  of  the  United  States! — 
a  body  distinguished  the  world  over  for  the  dignity  of  its  members, 
their  decorum  in  debate,  and  observance  of  all  the  courtesies  and  ame- 
nities of  life. 

The  Senator  has  one  advantage  over  me.  He  can  employ  his  po- 
sition in  the  Senate  to  injure  me,  when  he  knows  I  have  not  the  power 
of  immediate  reply.  He  can  perpetuate  his  assault  upon  the  public 
records,  which  cannot  be  reached  by  any  defence  I  may  make.  But 
men  have  different  notions  of  propriety  about  matters  of  this  sort,  and 
I  am  happy  to  know  that  those  of  the  Senator  are  widely  different 
from  mine. 

I  have  this  to  console  me  under  the  Senator's  attack:  that  the  best 
rnen  are  sometimes  slandered,  and  very  few  engaged  in  active  life 
escape  it.  But  they  have  that  security  against  defamation  which  is 
furnished  by  a  proper  discharge  of  duty — which  extracts  the  poison 
from  every  arrow  of  the  slanderer.  I  have  endeavored  through  life 
to  possess  this  security,  and  leave  it  for  those  who  know  me  best  to 
say  whether  I  have  done  so.  I  am  content  to  submit  the  questions 
which  the  Senator  has  raised,  between  him  and  myself,  to  their  de- 
cision and  verdict.  They  have  watched  me  for  many  years.  They 
have  known  me  well  in  all  the  relations  of  society — both  my  virtues 
and  errors,  whatever  they  are.  They  have  weighed  me  in  almost  ev- 
ery balance.  And  if  they  alone  were  to  be  the  judges  between  the  Sen- 
ator and  myself,  I  should  be  content  that  they  should  place  their 
knowledge  of  me  in  one  scale  and  the  speech  of  the  Senator  in  the 
other,  and  let  them  give  the  preponderance  to  the  one  which  in  their 
judgment  kicked  the  beam. 

But  there  are  those  who  will  see  and  read  the  Senator's  speech, 
who  do  not  know  me  as  they  do.  They  may  give  credit  to  his  state- 
ments, because  they  may  not  suppose  it  possible  that  a  Senator  of  the 
United  States  can  weave  such  a  fabric  of  vituperation  wholly  without 
material.  To  those  of  that  class  who  can  be  reached  by  the  only  mode 
of  defence  left  me,  I  think  it  my  duty  to  show  that  the  speech  of  the 
Senator,  so  far  as  it  imputes  anything  of  personal  dishonor  to  me;  is 
as  absolutely  without  foundation  as  it  certainly  is  regardless  of  the 
commonest  courtesy ;  that,  in  fact,  it  is  such  a  speech  as  ought  never 
to  have  been  made  in  the  Senate  of  the  United  States. 

The  most  important  and  material  portion  of  the  Senator's  speech 
consists  in  his  exhibition  of,  and  comments  upon,  what  he  has  exhib- 


ited  as  a  speech  of  mine,  made  to  the  Shawnee  Indians  in  Kansas,  at 
the  payment  of  their  money  to  them  in  July,  1853  ;  which,  he  says,  he 
obtained  from  the  files  of  the  Indian  Office.  He  has  stated,  without 
qualification,  that  I  made  this  speech  uat  the  time  when  the  payment 
was  made  t§  the  Shawnees  ;"  Ci  on  the  morning  when  that  payment  was 
made;"  u  on  the  morning  before  the  payment ;"  "that  morning"  of  the 
payment,  &c.  This  he  makes  important,  because  his  object  was  to 
show  that  as  the  money  was  paid  that  day,  I  was  excited  by  what  he 
calls  my  avarice,  to  make  every  possible  effort  to  get  at  it.  And  then, 
to  establish  the  fact,  as  he  chose  to  call  it,  so  as  to  produce  its  effect 
upon  the  Senate,  he  says  that  this  speech  thus  made  "on  the  morning 
when  that  payment  was  made,"  was  "  taken  down  at  the  time,  in  the 
council,  by  a  man  who  was  educated  and  intelligent/'  &c.  And  these 
assertions  of  his  did  produce  their  effect  upon  the  Senate,  and  proba- 
bly contributed  more  than  anything  else  to  defeat  the  proposition  then 
pending. 

I  desire  it  to  be  observed,  that  the  Senator  introduced  this  matter 
into  the  Senate  accompanied  with  the  charge  against  me  that  I  had 
practised  ua  fraud"  upon  the  Senator  from  Mississippi,  (Mr.  Brown,) 
by  not  informing  him  of  this  speech  that  I  had  made  to  the  Shawnees 
uon  the  morning  when  that  payment  was  made;"  and  had  thereby  in- 
duced him  to  ci mislead  and  delude  the  Senate  of  the  United  States." 
We  shall  see  who  practised  the  fraud,  and  misled  and  deluded  the 
Senate. 

Now,  it  so  happens  that  I  did  not  make  any  speech  at  all  uon  the 
morning  when  that  payment  was  made,"  nor  on  either  day  of  the  pay- 
ment, nor  at  any  time  during  the  payment;  which  took  place  on  the 
20th  and  21st  July,  1853.  Accompanying  this  is  a  letter  from  Gen- 
eral Whitfield,  who  was  there,  and  who  says:  "I  have  to  say,  that 
you  did  not"  make  a  speech  on  either  of  the  days  of  the  payment.  I 
publish,  also,  a  letter  from  Colonel  S.  H.  Woodson,  of  Missouri,  now 
in  this  city,  to  the  same  effect.  Besides  this,  Major  Cummins,  the 
Superintendent,  also  now  in  this  city,  was  present,  and  heard  and 
saw  every  material  thing  that  passed  on  the  first  day  of  the  payment. 
If  called  on,  he  will  doubtless  corroborate  the  statements  of  these 
gentlemen.  There  were  also  from  fifty  to  a  hundred  other  white  per- 
sons present,  and  they  also  will  corroborate  them.  Now,  who  "  mis- 
led and  deluded"  the  Senate?  I  did  not;  for  I  could  not  have  told 
Mr.  Brown  about  a  speech  that  I  did  not  make. 

If  I  did  not  make  a  speech  at  all  at  this  payment,  then  it  was  im- 
possible that  an  "  educated  individual,"  or  anybody  else,  could  have 
written  it  down  "  at  the  time  in  the  council,"  as  the  Senator  has  al- 
leged. He  made  this  allegation  to  give  force  to  the  other,  and  to 
show  the  truth  of  his  charge  and  of  the  report  of  the  speech  ;  but  it 
happens,  unfortunately  for  him,  that  there  is  no  more  foundation  for 
one  than  the  other. 

I  did  make  a  speech  to  these  Indians  at  another  time  and  at  another 
place,  about  thirteen  days  before  the  payment.  In  that  speech  I  stated 
to  them  that  I  had  employed  other  gentlemen,  who  resided  in  this  city, 
to  assist  me  in  their  business,  as  I  could  not  remain  here  constantly ; 
that  they  had  assisted  me  ;  that  they  held  my  obligations  for  payment 


for  their  services,  and  would  expect  to  be  paid.  This  is  the  substance 
of,  and  all  that  I  said  in  reference  to  the  employment  of  others  in 
that  speech,  and  that  was  the  only  speech  I  ever  made  to  them  in 
council.  I  do  not  recollect  whether  the  " educated  individual"  the 
Senator  speaks  of  was  there  or  not.  But  I  am  certain  that  if  there, 
he  did  not  write  down  my  speech  "  at  the  time  in  the  council,"  if  that 
is  the  speech  he  has  attempted  to  report.  The  council  sat  out  of 
doors  in  a  yard,  and  no  man  could  have  reported  what  I  said  without 
being  seen  by  me.  The  Senator  says  I  did  not  know  that  this  re- 
porter was  there,  trying  thereby  to  create  the  impression  that  I  was 
talking  secretly  to  the  Indians,  and  he  overheard  me.  He  could  not 
have  been  there  without  my  seeing  him.  It  would  have  been  impos- 
sible from  the  very  nature  of  things.  And  if  he  had  been  there  wri- 
ting down  my  speech  as  I  spoke  it,  will  even  the  Senator  from  Michi- 
gan say  that  he  thinks  it  probable  I  would  have  said  what  he  has  put 
in  my  mouth?  especially  when  it  is  known  that  there  toere  several 
gentlemen  present  who  heard  all  that  I  said.  If  I  had  been  guilty 
of  the  act  charged,  I  would  scarcely  have  made  public  proclamation 
of  it  in  the  presence  of  so  many  witnesses. 

But  this  "educated  individual"  shows,  himself,  that  if  he  refers 
to  this  speech,  he  did  not  even  write  it  down  "  at  the  time  in  the  coun- 
cil,"  as  the  Senator  has  alleged.  And  it  makes  it  peculiarly  unfor- 
tunate for  the  Senator  that  this  is  shown  by  the  very  paper  he  held 
in  his  hand  while  speaking !  Mr.  Brown  stated,  in  debate,  that  there 
was  attached  to  it  a  certificate  in  these  words  :  "  The  foregoing  is, 
in  substance  and  language,  as  well  as  I  remember,  the  speech  of  Col- 
onel B.  W.  Thompson,  spoken  before  the  Shawnee  Council."  Here 
he  states,  in  effect,  that  his  report  is  from  memory  ;  yet  the  Senator, 
holding  this  statement  in  his  hand,  said  that  the  report  was  "taken 
down  at  the  time  in  the  council,"  &c.  "Was  it  the  Senator,  or  me,  who 
misled  and  deluded  the  Senate? 

I  have  not  a  word  to  say  against  the  integrity  of  this  "educated 
individual."  He  reports  from  memory,  and  his  memory  is  badly  at 
fault.  I  do  not  say  that  it  is  wilfully  so,  for  it  is  not  my  habit  thus 
to  impugn  the  motives  of  others.  I  merely  intend  to  say  that  he  is 
mistaken.  A  comparison  of  what  he  has  made  me  say,  and  what 
really  did  happen  here  in  the  Senate,  will  show  that  he  is.  The 
probabilities  are  all  that  way,  because  men  are  not  apt  to  stultify  and 
criminate  themselves.     And  these  facts  render  it  conclusive. 

For  example,  he  says  I  told  the  Indians  that  "the  bill"  to  pay  the 
Shawnees  was  "defeated  in  the  Senate  by  two  votes;"  that  "it  was 
defeated  by  the  influence  of  one  man;"  that  "we  managed  to  have 
the  bill  reconsidered;"  that  then  the  "  one  only  chance  for  success  was 
to  prevent  this  Senator  from  attending  when  the  vote  would  be  taken  ;" 
that  I  tried  to  see  him  for  umany  days,"  but  could  not,  and  gave  my 
note  to  a  friend  who  could;  and  that  "by  hiring  this  friend  to  keep 
the  Senator  away  when  the  vote  was  taken,  I  got  the  bill  passed,  &c." 
This  constitutes  the  gravamen  of  the  charge.  Now  if  any  man  of  ordi- 
nary discretion  were  to  engage  in  a  transaction  of  this  sort,  he  would 
not  be  very  likely  to  tell  of  it  in  the  presence  of  intelligent  witnesses. 
And  he  would  be  as  little  likely  to  tell  it  to  Indians  as  others,  for  the 
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reason  that  the  statement  here  made  involves  a  matter  which  they 
know  nothing  about,  and  which  they  cannot  be  made  to  understand. 
It  would  be  folly  to  talk  to  them  about  it.  But  then  I  could  not  have 
said  these  things,  unless  I  manufactured  a  story  "out  of  whole  cloth" 
to  tell  them,  for  there  are  no  existing  facts  to  fit  them.  And  if  I  had 
been  disposed  to  do  this,  while  I  do  not  claim  much,  yet  I  think  I 
have  sagacity  enough  to  have  made  a  better  story  than  this,  and  one 
that  would  have  magnified  my  services  in  a  much  greater  degree,  as 
the  Senator  seems  to  think  that  was  my  object. 

There  never  was  any  separate  bill  to  pay  the  Shawnees  this  money. 
It  was  an  amendment  to  the  Indian  appropriation  bill.  This  bill 
could  not  have  failed,  and  could  not  have  been  reconsidered.  Nor  did 
the  amendment  ever  fail  in  the  Senate  but  once,  and  that  was  at  the 
session  before  its  final  passage.  At  the  next  session  it  did  not  fail, 
and  therefore  there  could  have  been  no  reconsideration.  But  if  there 
had  been,  does  not  the  Senator  from  Michigan  know,  as  well  as  any- 
body, that  such  a  proposition  could  not  have  been  kept  open  and  un- 
decided for  umany  days/'  so  that  I  might  have  had  time  to  get  at  a 
Senator  ?  Does  he  not  know  that  such  a  motion  upon  a  single  item 
of  a  general  appropriation  bill  would  be  decided  soon  after  it  was 
made,  and  not  postponed  for  umany  days?"  If  he  does  not,  he  ought 
to  know  it,  for  he  has  had  much  experience  as  a  legislator. 

But  again:  if  the  bill  or  the  proposition  was  " defeated  in  the 
Senate  by  two  votes,"  then  it  was  not  defeated  by  uone  man."  And 
the  keeping  away  of  this  one  man  would  not  have  produced  a  recon- 
sideration, for  the  majority  against  it  would  still  have  been  one,  in- 
stead of  two.  And  even  if  two  could  have  been  kept  away,  it  would 
have  been  merely  a  tie  vote.  There  was,  therefore,  no  object  to  be 
gained  by  keeping  this  uone  man"  away;  and  is  it  likely  that,  with- 
out an  object,  such  a  proceeding  would  have  occurred? 

But  it  so  happens  that  the  journal  of  the  Senate  shows  that  there 
could  not,  possibly,  have  been  a  reconsideration  of  the  vote  ;  for  the 
proposition  passed  the  Senate  by  a  vote  of  28  ayes,  to  13  nays — fifteen 
majority!  The  Senator  should  have,  looked  at  this,  before  he  made 
his  speech.  He  would  then  have  seen  enough  to  have  satisfied  even 
a  prejudiced  mind,  that  the  state  of  facts  set  forth  in  this  pretended 
speech  of  mine  never  could  have  existed. 

But,  the  Senator  will  see  that  he  lays  himself  liable  to  the  imputa- 
tion of  not  desiring  to  know  these  things ;  for  when  the  character  of 
this  vote  was  pointed  out  to  him  in  debate,  he  sought  to  avoid  its 
effect,  by  accusing  me  of  having  manufactured  a  false  history  of  the 
transaction,  in  order  to  show  the  magnitude  of  my  services.  I  submit 
to  even  the  Senator  himself,  whether  this  was  not  an  act  of  disingenu- 
ousness.  All  dispassionate  men  will  think  it  was.  What  I  might 
have  said,  had  I  been  upon  equal  terms  with  the  Senator  when  he 
made  this  remark,  it  is  not  necessary  for  me  to  state  here ;  what  I  will 
say  now  shall  consist  in  a  simple  statement  of  the  fact,  to  show  how 
much  injustice  has  been  done  me  by  the  Senator.  I  have  given  the 
Senator  no  provocation  whatever  for  such  a  suspicion  or  attack  upon 
my  veracity.  "When  I  do,  I  shall  have  no  apprehension  of  being  the 
loser  by  a  comparison  with  the  Senator  himself. 


The  Senator  goes  outside  of  any  matter  before  the  Senate,  to  say, 
in  connexion  with  the  transaction  with  the  Shawnees,  "that  there 
was  an  agreement'  ■  between  uthe  chief "  and  me,  (the  head-chief  I 
suppose  he  means)  "  that  the  chief  was  to  have  $4,000  of  the  money." 
The  Senator  is  deceived.     There  was  no  such  agreement.     I   never 
made  such  an  agreement  with  that  chief.     He  had  a  claim  of  his  own 
against  his  nation,  that  was  acted  on  "  at  the  payment  in  the  council" 
at  the  same  time  that  mine  was ;   but  he  had  nothing  to  do  with  mine, 
except  that  he  wished  it  paid.     I  think  his  claim  was  several  thou- 
sand dollars;  it  may  have  been  $4,000,  but  not  more.  It  was  for  services 
he  had  rendered  from  time  to  time,  for  his  nation.     I  do  not  know  how 
much  of  it  he  received,  but  I  think  a  very  small  portion.     Since  then 
it  has  been  greatly  increased,    for  I  find  in  the  last  treaty  made  with 
these  Indians,  in  1854,  there  is  given  to  him,  because   he  has  uin 
times  passed  rendered  important  services  to  the  Shawnee  nation,"   a 
tract  of  land,  as  a  donation,  consisting  of  "  two  sections  or  twelve  hun- 
dred and  eighty  acres"  which  lies  adjoining  the  Missouri  line,  within 
two  miles  of  Westport,  and  is  worth  from  $25,000  to  $30,000!     This 
is  all  the  claim  that  u  the  chief"  had,  that  I  know  anything  about. 
It  is  true  that  this  chief,  who  is  a  cool  and  sagacious  white  man,  was, 
at  the  time  of  this  payment,  warmly  my  friend,  and  anxious  that  I 
should  be  paid,  because  he  knew  of  the  services  I  had  rendered.     For 
the  course  he  pursued  in  the  matter,  he  became  inimical  to  the  gov- 
ernment officers,  and  I  have  heard  that  they  even  went  so  far  as  to 
recommend  to  the  Commissioner  of  Indian  Affairs  that  he  should  re- 
move him,  or  cause  him  to  be  removed,  as  chief.     I  do  not  know  how 
this  is ;  the  Senator  can  see,  if  he  desires — for  he  has  access  to  the 
records  and  files  of  the  Indian  Office,  and  I  have  not.     But  this  I  do 
know— that  since  this  treaty  gave  him  these  two  sections  of  most  valu- 
able land,  he  has  become  opposed  to  me,  in  favor  of  repudiating  the 
debt  due  me  by  the  nation,  and  that  I  have  heard  nothing  more  of  his 
being  removed,  or  of  his  want  of  fidelity  to  the  government  officers ! 
Perhaps  if  the  Senator  would  prosecute  his  inquiries  into  this  matter, 
he   would   derive   some  interesting  intelligence,  which   it  would  be 
out  of  place  for  me  to  communicate  here.     He  would,  at  least,  see  how 
I  became  involved  in  controversy  with  the  government  officers,  and 
how  the  Shawnees,  from  having  been  anxious  to  pay  me  what  they 
owe  me,  have  been  taught  that  the  easiest  mode  of  payment  is  by  the 
simple  process  of  repudiation, 

I  concede  that  I  have  been  brought  into  collision  with  these  offi- 
cers, but  I  deny  that  I  have  had  any  personal  quarrel  with  them,  or 
that  I  entertain  personal  unkindness  towards  them.  They  have 
acted,  doubtless,  from  a  sense  of  duty  ;  and  it  is  of  the  consequences 
of  their  conduct  that  I  complain.  Their  course  has,  I  think,  been 
oppressive  and  injurious  to  me.  I  should  have  been  different  from  the 
most  of  men  if  I  had  not  complained  of  this.  The  Senator  from 
Michigan  talks  about  the  strong  passion  which  exists  in  the  minds  of 
some  men  to  acquire  money,  and  attempts  to  show,  by  my  example, 
how  much  those  who  have  this  passion  will  do  to  obtain  it.  Now  I 
do  not  know  how  strongly  this  passion  of  avarice  may  exist  in  his 
mind,  but  I  think  I  know  that  it  is  not  one  of  my  besetting  sins.     I 
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have  abundant  faults,  God  knows.  I  have  no  more  power  to  resist 
ordinary  temptations  than  other  men — perhaps  not  so  much  as  the 
Senator  has.  But  whatever  may  be  my  faults,  I  think  all  who  know 
me  will  concur  in  saying,  that  love  of  money  is  not  one  of  them.  I 
do  not  know  what  the  peculiarities  of  the  Senator  are  in  that  way, 
but  I  submit  to  him  whether,  if  he  had  rendered  service  for  years, 
faithfully  and  honestly,  and  had  accomplished  the  purpose  designed, 
and  was  then  to  see  his  compensation  snatched  out  of  his  hands  by  the 
power  of  the  government,  he  would  not  complain  and  resist,  too  ? 
Those  who  know  him  can  decide— I  cannot. 

And  yet  because  I  have  resisted,  and,  in  the  course  of  my  business, 
have  had  occasion  to  speak  in  strong  and  plain  terms  of  the  policy  of 
government  officers,  both  towards  the  Indians  and  myself,  the  Sena- 
tor says  I  have  violated  the  law,  and  ought  to  be  indicted  and  prose- 
cuted! Now,  I  have  this  to  propose — that  if  the  Senator  from  Michi- 
gan will  cause  such  an  indictment  to  be  found,  I  will  save  the  mar- 
shal of  the  United  States  the  trouble  of  serving  process.  And  then 
if  he  will  undertake,  on  behalf  of  the  United  States,  to  act  the  part 
of  prosecutor,  he  will  confer  a  personal  favor  upon  me.  Although  he 
can  speak  in  the  Senate,  and  I  cannot,  yet  upon  such  a  theatre  as 
that  we  could  both  be  heard  ;  and  then,  if  in  such  an  encounter  he 
gains  any  new  laurels  in  addition  to  those  he  gained  last  Wednesday 
in  the  Senate,  he  may  wear  them.  I  make  no  boast  of  my  powers, 
but  have  no  fears  of  those  possessed  by  the  Senator  whenever  he  places 
himself  where  blows  are  to  be  received  as  well  as  given.  I  am  wil- 
ling to  try  the  question,  even  with  him  as  a  competitor,  how  far  the 
intercourse  act  has  revived  the  old  English  doctrine  of  scandalum 
magnatum  in  this  country. 

The  collision  brought  about  by  the  transactions  with  the  Shawnees, 
between  the  government  officers  and  myself,  has  led  to  all  the  sub- 
sequent difficulties  that  have  occurred  in  reference  to  the  business  I 
was  conducting  for  the  Menomonees.  A  detail  of  those  difficulties 
would  be  out  of  place  here,  but  would  involve  no  other  statement  on 
my  part  than  what  would  be  necessary  in  the  assertion  of  my  own 
just  legal  rights.  I  have  not  assailed  the  motives  of  these  officers — 
nor  will  I.  They  are  all,  so  far  as  my  knowledge  or  belief  goes,  hon- 
orable and  upright  men  in  all  the  private  relations  of  life  ;  and  I 
have  long  since  learned  that  differences  of  opinion  may  be  maintained, 
with  the  utmost  firmness,  amongst  such  men,  without  any  diminution 
of  confidence  in  their  private  integrity. 

For  four  years  of  professional  services  to  the  Menomonees,  I  con- 
sidered myself  entitled  to  just  and  equitable  compensation.  I  ac- 
cordingly placed  my  memorial  before  the  Senate,  setting  forth  the  char- 
acter of  these  services,  accompanied  by  one  from  the  Indians,  wherein 
they  ask  that  I  be  paid  out  of  their  money,  and  without  the  cost  of  a 
dollar  to  the  United  States.  I  had  a  right  to  do  this,  and  I  did  it 
without  employing  a  single  word  of  harshness  towards  any  officer  of 
the  government.  I  had  no  personal  animosities  to  gratify,  but  only 
personal  rights  to  assert  and  maintain.  By  reference  to  my  memo- 
rial it  will  be  seen  how  I  have  asserted  them.  I  have  courted  no  con- 
troversy with  anybody.     I  have  assailed  the  motives  of  nobody.     I 
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have  not  designed  to  wound  the  feelings  of  anybody.  I  have  as- 
sumed no  responsibilities  which  I  am  not  ready  to  maintain.  But  in 
what  spirit  have  I  been  met?  Let  the  speech  of  the  Senator  from 
Michigan  answer.  It  stands  upon  the  record,  where  no  reply  of  mine 
can  find  a  place,  and  hereafter  when  he  looks  at  and  reads  it,  he  may 
delight  in  its  perusal.  But  let  me  tell  that  Senator  that  I  would  not 
have  my  name — poorly  as  he  chooses  to  think  of  me— attached  to 
such  a  speech  for  all  the  money  of  which  he  has  sought  to  deprive 
me.  If  I  could  receive  it  all  upon  the  condition  of  making  such  a 
speedy  I  would  not  do  it,  for  there  are  some  things  that  I  cannot  do. 

The  Senator  from  Michigan  should  not  forget  that  he  is  in  the  Sen- 
ate of  the  United  States — the  most  elevated  and  dignified  body  in 
the  world—the  pride  and  the  boast  of  a  great  nation.  He  should  not 
forget  that  that  chamber  has  been  occupied  by  the  brightest  intellects 
of  the  world.  He  should  not  forget  that  every  day,  when  he  looks 
around  him,  his  eye  rests  upon  honorable,  high-minded,  and  upright 
men — -upon  statesmen  of  elevated  thought,  of  purity  of  life,  and  lof- 
tiness of  patriotism — upon  a  venerable  colleague,  distinguished  alike 
for  purity  of  private  and  public  virtues.  If  not  for  his  own  sake,  let 
him  for  theirs — for  the  sake  of  the  honor,  dignity,  and  glory  of  the 
country — recollect  that  he  is  a  member  of  the  Senate  of  the  United 
States. 

The  Senator  speaks  of  claims  against  the  Menomonee  Indians,  in 
which  it  is  charged  that  I  have  an  interest.  I  wrote  a  letter  to  the 
Secretary  of  the  Interior,  of  the  19th  January,  1855,  in  which  I  de- 
clare that  I  have  not  now  and  never  had  any  such  interest,  and  that 
I  know  nothing  about  them.  This  letter  is,  I  presume,  still  on  file 
there,  or  in  the  Indian  Office.  It  was  printed  and  lying  on  the  table 
of  the  Senator  when  he  made  his  speech.  It  seems  to  me  that,  as  the 
Department  of  the  Interior  undertook  to  furnish  him  with  a  paper  to* 
attack  me,  it*should  have  given  me  the  benefit  of  this  denial.  That  is 
but  common  justice. 

I  now  assert,  again,  that  I  never  had,  and  have  not  now^  anything 
to  do  with  these  claims,  and  I  challenge  proof  to  the  contrary.  I 
never  saw  the  schedule  of  them  until  I  saw  it  attached  to  the  report 
of  the  Commissioner.  It  was  made  after  I  had  left  the  Indian  coun- 
try,' and  I  knew  nothing  about  it. 

He  quotes  from  the  report  of  the  Superintendent  for  Wisconsin,  to 
show  that  the  Indians  did  not  understand  the  contents  of  the  last 
paper  they  executed  for  me.  My  letter  to  the  Secretary,  of  the  19th 
January,  answers,  in  advance,  every  statement  the  Senator  has  made 
on  this  point.  I  should  have  had  the  benefit  of  that,  too — but  it  was 
kept  back.  I  show,  there^  that,  even  by  the  report- of  the  superinten- 
dent, it  clearly  appears  that  the  Indians  handed  him  the  duplicate  of 
the  paper  I  filed  with  my  memorial,  and  that  after  he  made  them  a 
speech  abusing  me  and  denouncing  my  claim,  and  telling  them  that  I 
had  rendered  them  no  service,  they  refused  to  take  back  the  paper,  but 
required  it  to  be  sent  to  the  President,  as  expressive  of  the  will  and  as 
the  act  of  the  nation.  And  I  show,  further,  that  instead  of  sending 
the  original  paper,  he  sent  merely  a  copy  of  the  body  of  it,  leaving  off 
and  suppressing  the  certificates  of  its  attestation;  which  certificates 
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were  signed  by  two  interpreters,  and  by  five  others  who  understand 
and  speak  the  Menomonee  language,  and  by  five  other  gentlemen 
who  were  present,  one  of  whom  is  a  citizen  of  Indiana,  and  as  honor- 
able a  man  as  ever  lived,  and  another  of  whom  is  a  citizen  of  "Wiscon- 
sin, now  in  this  city,  and  well  known  here.  And  the  Senator,  taking 
this  paper,  with  the  certificates  of  its  authenticity  thus  suppressed, 
says  it  is  "  not  certified  at  all."  He  can  now  see  how  it  happened 
that  it  was  not  certified ! 

Is  it  just  that  I  should  have  been  thus  dealt  by?  The  Senator  has 
said,  in  one  part  of  his  speech,  that  "no  man  is  safe — no  men&er  of 
Congress  is  safe/'  And  I  repeat  the  sentiment,  that  "  no  man  is 
safe,"  when  partial  and  garbled  statements  from  the  public  records, 
to  which  a  private  citizen  has  no  access,  are  culled  from  the  archives 
of  government,  to  be  used  as  the  Senator  has  used  them.  As  a  pri- 
vate citizen  I  have  rights  as  well  as  the  Senator.  It  is  his  right  to 
garble  the  public  records  if  he  pleases  ;  but  when  he  uses  them  to  as- 
sail me,  it  is  my  right  to  vindicate  my  own  honor,  and  I  shall  do  it. 

He  speaks  about  a  contract  for  $10,000  that  was  made  with  a  govern- 
ment agent  by  another  person-— not  me  ;  but  he  chooses  to  connect  me 
with  it.  That,  too,  is  all  explained  in  my  letter  to  the  Secretary  of 
the  19th  January  ;  and  I  was  entitled  to  the  benefit  of  that  explanation. 
I  therein  state  that  that  contract  was  made,  not  for  $10,000,  but  for 
$5,000,  and  for  the  sole  purpose  of  protecting  the  interests  of  the 
United  States  by  the  detection  of  the  dishonesty  of  a  man  who  was 
endeavoring  to  impose  upon  the  officers  of  government.  In  that  let- 
ter I  stated,  also,  that  I  knew  the  circumstances  under  which  it  was 
made — that  they  were  all  communicated  to  the  then  Commissioner  of  In- 
dian Affairs  at  the  time  they  occurred.  And  I  referred  the  Secretary 
to  that  commissioner,  who  now  resides  in  this  city,  for  the  correctness 
of  my  statement.  That  gentleman  will  avouch  its  truth  at  any  mo- 
ment. He  can  be  called  on.  every  day  ;  and  the  Senator  could  have 
called  on  him  if  he  had  desired  to  learn  the  facts.  But  instead  of 
learning  the  facts,  he  chose  to  charge,  that  at  the  date  of  this  contract 
the  man  with  whom  it  was  made  was  a  government  agent,  and  was, 
therefore,  bribed.  The  fact  is  not  so.  He  was  not  a  government 
agent  at  that  time,  but  had  been  removed  before  that.  I  was  after- 
wards instrumental  in  discovering  that  he  had  embezzled  some 
$20,000  of  the  money  of  the  Menomonees  ;  and  this  very  contract 
that  the  Senator  refers  to,  had  no  little  agency  in  so  establishing  his 
character  as  to  produce  other  results  important  to  the  government. 
The  then  Commissioner,  to  whom  I  have  already  referred,  knows  every- 
thing about  this  whole  affair,  and  can  satisfy  everybody  who  desires 
i^  that  it  was  a  perfectly  honest  and  honorable  transaction,  upon  the 
part  of  the  gentleman  who  made  it.     I  was  no  party  to  it. 

But  this  contract  is  made  by  the  Senator  to  cut  rather  a  new  figure 
in  this  business,  to  effect  which  he  has  drawn  quite  largely  upon  his 
imagination.  He  says:  "  Thompson's  contract  is  not  certified  to  at 
all;  but  the  other  one  (E wing's)  is  certified  to  by  the  same  Indian 
agent  who  was  to  receive  $10,000,  and  for  that  certificate  the  present 
Indian  Bureau  removed  him  promptly."  And  then  he  says  these 
contracts  (E wing's  and  mine)  were  "made  at  the  same  time."     I 
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do  not  know  what  lie  means,  and  do  not  believe  tliat  he  knows  him- 
self. I  never  heard  of  any  contract  of  Ewing's  with  the  Menomonee 
Indians  "made  at  the  same  time"  with  mine,  or  at  any  other  time. 
He  has  no  snch  contract,  as  I  learn  from  him,  and  therefore  none  such 
was  executed  at  the  "  same  time"  that  mine  was.  Does  the  Senator 
suppose  that  I  claim  under  the  paper  executed  by  the  Indians  on  the 
4th  of  October  last?  If  he  does,  he  is  utterly  mistaken.  I  claim 
under  a  contract  executed  in  1851,  which  is  on  the  files  of  the  Senate ; 
and  the  paper  dated  October  4,  1855,  is  only  a  memorial  from  the  In- 
dians that  I  be  paid  out  of  the  money  given  them  by  their  last  treaty, 
pursuant  to  that  contract.  Now,  there  was  no  other  paper  executed 
"at  the  same  time"  with  either  my  original  contractor  this  memorial; 
and  the  Senator  cannot  produce  another  contract  with  the  same  date 
of  either  of  them.  I  presume  he  refers  to  the  schedule  of  debts  which 
he  finds  in  the  Commissioner's  report,  with  which  I  have  already 
stated  that  I  had  and  have  nothing  to  do.  But  even  that  is  not  of  the 
same  date  with  the  last  paper  given  me.  I  left  the  Indian  country 
on  the  5th  October— the  day  after  my  paper  was  executed — and  know 
nothing  about  it ;  but  I  find  it  dated  16th  October,  1854— seven  days 
after  I  had  left.  The  Senator  from  Michigan  is  peculiarly  unfortunate 
in  undertaking  to  deal  with  things  that  he  does  not  understand.  He 
exhibits  those  properties  of  the  advocate  that  would  scarcely  avail 
him  even  in  &  justice's  court. 

But  this  is  not  all ;  for  it  so  happens  that  the  "agent  who  was  to 
receive  $10,000"  was  not  "the  same"  agent  who  certified  to  the 
schedule  of  debts,  which,  I  suppose,  he  calls  E  wing's  contract,  and 
for  which  the  "present  Indian  Bureau  removed  him  promptly/'  The 
"  agent  who  was  to  receive  $10,000  "  did  not,  as  I  have  stated,  hap- 
pen to  be  an  agent  at  all,  at  the  date  of  the  contract  he  made  with  Ew- 
ing.  He  had  been  removed  before  that,  and  it  is  dated  as  far  back  as 
April,  1851 ;  and  being  removed  before  that  time,  I  cannot  exactly 
understand  how  he  has  been  removed  again  by  the  ''present  Indian 
Bureau,"  for  he  was  never  appointed  afterwards.  Now  the  Senator's 
powers  of  logic  might  enable  him  to  argue  himself  out  of  this  diffi- 
culty, if  that  were  the  only  one.  But  then  there  happens  to  be  a 
greater  difficulty  than  this,  and  that  is  the  simple  fact  that  the  "agent 
who  was  to  receive  $10,000"  actually  died  before  the  present  admin- 
istration came  into  power!  This  is  really  unfortunate,  for  it  spoils  a 
very  pretty  story. 

And  the  Senator  knew  he  was  dead,  for  he  says,  at  another  place  in 
his  speech,  "let  me  remind  Senators  of  the  agreement  which  the  Ew- 
ings  had  with  Bruce,  who  died."  But  what  of  the  fact  that  he  knew 
it  ?  It  served  his  purpose  as  the  basis  of  his  charge  of  bribery  against 
the  lately  removed  agent,  to  accuse  him  with  having  a  contract  for 
$10,000!  That  was  what  he  was  driving  at,  because  he  thought  he 
could  connect  it  with  my  business,  and  thus  defeat  me.  I  regret  to 
be  compelled  to  expose  such  things,  but  the  Senator  has  brought  it 
upon  himself  and  must  take  the  consequences. 

But  this  is  still  not  all.  He  says,  after  being  forced  to  admit  that 
Bruce  was  dead — notwithstanding  he  said  he  was  removed  a  few  weeks 
ago — that   "he  was  succeeded  by  Suydam,"     This  he  states  in  direct 
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contradiction  of  what  he  had  said  before,  that  the  man  who  made  the 
$10,000  contract  was  still  in  office  when  these  last  papers  were  ex- 
ecuted. But  he  does  it  to  excite  the  presumption  of  bribery  against 
Suydam  in  a  different  form,  for  he  says:  "Is  it  not  reasonable  to 
suppose  that  he  was  doing  it  under  a  contract  similar  to  that  under 
which  Bruce  has  acted?"  Why  reasonable  to  suppose  this?  The 
Senator  says  it  is  so,  because  Suydam  c  6  succeeded  ' [  Bruce;  that  is, 
that  he  was  appointed  directly  after  Bruce.  He  did  not  succeed 
Bruce.  He  was  appointed  after  Bruce  was  removed,  it  is  true  ;  but 
then  Bruce  was  removed  in  1851,  and  Suydam  was  appointed  by  the 
present  administration,  and  I  understand  is  a  respectable  and  honest 
man.  I  never  saw  him,  and  know  nothing  to  the  contrary  about  him: 
But  things  have  come  to  a  strange  pass,  indeed,  when  a  man  who 
holds  a  seat  in  the  Senate  of  the  United  States  can  so  far  overlook  the 
dignity  of  his  position  as,  upon  such  flimsy  and  false  pretexts  as  these, 
to  stand  up  in  his  place  and  declare  :  u  I  say,  then,  they  bribe  your 
very  government  agents.''  Well  may  he  say  that  "  no  man  is  safe/' 
when  things  like  this  are  done  in  one  of  the  highest  places  of  the 
land,  where  the  perpetrator  of  the  outrage  is  shielded  by  his  position. 

Now,  the  Senator  from  Michigan  does  not  say,  directly,  that  I  have 
been  concerned  in  this  work  of  bribing  government  agents,  but  he  does 
it  by  insinuation,  which  is  always  considered  a  baser  slander  than 
when  the  charge  is  made  outright,  because  it  is  prompted  by  a  deeper 
malignity.  He  does  it  by  reading  garbled  extracts  from  some  private 
letters  written  by  W.  G.  Ewing  to  Bruce.  The  Commissioner  pub- 
lished these  letters  with  his  report,  and  in  my  letter  to  the  Secretary 
of  the  19th  January,  I  have  shown  that  they  implicate  me  in  no  way 
whatever,  and  that  all  their  material  parts  have  reference  to  matters 
of  a  private  character  between  the  parties.  Ewing,  the  man  who 
wrote  them,  is  dead,  and  so  is  Bruce.  I  know  nothing  about  the 
private  business  between  them,  and  with  Bruce  I  held  no  intercourse 
since  long  before  his  death.  Where  the  letters  came  from  I  do  not 
know,  unless  they  were  found  among  the  private  papers  of  Bruce. 
If  they  were,  they  should  have  remained  there,  as  the  party  to  whom 
they  were  written,  and  the  one  who  wrote  them,  were  both  dead,  and 
unable  to  explain  them.  There  is  a  sanctity  about  the  grave,  as  well 
as  about  the  private  relations  of  life,  that  should  never  be  violated. 

I  have  examined  all  these  letters,  and  cannot  find  in  them  a  single 
thing  which  I  have  not  fully  answered  to  the  Secretary  ;  and  I  should 
also  have  had  the  benefit  of  that  answer  w'hen  the  files  of  the  govern- 
ment were  searched  to  find  materials  for  the  Senator's  speech. 

But  if  the  Senator  means,  even  by  insinuation,  to  charge  me  with 
having  participated,  either  directly  or  indirectly,  at  any  time,  or  at 
any  place,  or  under  any  state  of  circumstances,  in  the  act  of  bribing 
any  officer  of  the  government,  he  has  given  utterance  to  a  charge  of 
which  no  man  living  can  furnish  a  scintilla  of  proof.  If  I  have  been 
guilty  of  such  an  act,  it  is  a  high  crime  against  public  and  private 
morals,  as  well  as  against  the  law,  and  I  challenge  the  Senator  from 
Michigan  to  the  proof  of  it.  I  not  only  challenge  him,  but  I  dare 
him  to  attempt  it  upon  any  forum  where  I  shall  be  allowed,  what  is 
conceded  to  the  meanest  criminal,  the  privilege  of  being  heard.     I 
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mean  not  to  forget,  even  in  repelling  this  calumny,  what  is  due  to 
myself,  nor  to  be  betrayed  into  intemperance  of  expression  by  such 
feelings  as  any  honorable  man,  under  like  circumstances,  would  ex- 
perience ;  but  I  mean,  in  every  possible  and  proper  form  of  words, 
to  give  it  a  flat,  unqualified,  and  positive  denial,  and  to  demand  the 
proof.  I  am  ready  to  take  all  the  consequences  of  my  own  acts ;  let 
those  who  make  such  accusations  against  me  take  the  consequences  of 
theirs. 

What  have  I  done  that  I  should  have  been  the  subject  of  such 
assault?  I  have  only  asserted  a  right  common  to  all  American  cit- 
izens—the  right  to  just  and  equitable  compensation  for  long  and  faith- 
ful services.  I  became  the  friend  of  these  Indians  because  my  feelings 
prompted  me  to  do  so,  as  I  believed  they  had  been  oppressed  by  the 
action  of  government  officers — a  fact  which  now  stands  admitted  by 
the  making  of  the  late  treaty !  I  engaged  to  act  as  their  attorney, 
with  the  consent  and  approbation  of  the  proper  authorities  of  the 
government.  I  have  been  recognized  as  such  by  all  these  authorities 
during  the  progress  of  my  four  years  of  service.  The  relief  furnished 
them  by  the  late  treaty  is  the  result  of  my  labor.  The  comfortable 
home  they  now  have  has  been  obtained  for  them  by  measures  which  I 
initiated  and  prosecuted.  All  their  business  was  controlled  and 
directed  by  me  tor  four  years,  without  a  murmur  of  disapprobation 
from  any  quarter.  I  have  spent  my  own  money  for  their  benefit  and 
protection.  I  have  neglected  a  profitable  practice  of  my  profession 
to  serve  them.     And  for  all  this  I  have  not  received  one  dollar! 

I  have  not  asked  the  "  pound  of  flesh,"  nor  demanded  anything 
else  than  a  fair,  just,  and  equitable  compensation  for  my  services.  I 
have  agreed  to  submit  it  to  any  disinterested  man,  or  body  of  men,  to 
decide  how  much  I  shall  receive.  But  in  doing  this  I  have  neither 
assailed  the  motives  nor  the  character  ot  the  Commissioner  of  Indian 
Affairs,  nor  will  I  do  so.  I  had  not  prepared  my  case  for  his  decision, 
— none  of  the  evidence  of  the  character  of  my  services  was  before  him ; 
and  I  had  a  right  to  consider  his  premature  action  upon,  and  con- 
demnation of,  my  claim,  as  a  prejudging  of  its  merits  ;  and,  there- 
fore, I  asked  merely  that  it  be  referred  to  any  other  officer  of  the  gov- 
ernment. If  anybody  supposes  that,  by  this,  I  design  or  wish  to 
assail  his  integrity,  I  here  utterly  and  frankly  disavow  any  such  pur- 
pose. And  yet  for  thus  acting,  under  the  influence  of  such  motives 
as  these,  I  have  been  assailed  with  a  violence  of  declamation,  upon 
the  floor  of  the  Senate,  which  would  scarcely  find  a  parallel  in  the 
criminal  trials  of  the  "  Old  Bailey."  And  it  had  its  effect — to  defeat 
a  liberal  proposition  to  refer  the  matter  to  a  disinterested  and  impar- 
tial arbitrament. 

I  yield,  with  a  proper  degree  of  submission,  to  the  blow  with  which 
the  Senate  has  stricken  me.  I  have  no  feelings  of  animosity  to  in- 
dulge against  those  whose  votes  contributed  to  this  result.  No  man 
tolerates  more  than  I  do  differences  of  opinion.  I  shall  ever  take 
pride  in  cherishing  the  highest  degree  of  respect  for  many  of  the  gen- 
tlemen who  produced  it.  But  to  those  gentlemen  who  bore  testimony 
to  my  character,  and  defended  me  against  assault,  I  owe  a  debt  of 
gratitude  which  the  services  of  an  ordinary  life  cannot  repay.     They 
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may  be  assured  that  the  obligation  they  have  thus  created  shall  rest 
alike  upon  me  and  my  children  ;  and  that  whatever  may  be  the  future 
of  my  private  history— whether  I  shall  be  crushed  by  the  power  of 
the  government  or  no- — I  shall  never  forget  what  is  due  from  me  to 
them,  any  more  than  I  shall  forget  what  is  due  from  myself  to  my 
own  personal  honor.  The  one  I  will  repay  with  services  and  grati- 
tude—the other  1  will  defend  with  all  the  powers  that  God  has  given 
me. 

E.  W,  THOMPSON. 
Washington,  February  17?  1855, 


15 

Washington,  Vjth  February,  1855. 

Sir:  In  answer  to  yours  of  this  date,  I  have  to  state  that  I  was 
present  on  the  20th  and  21st  July,  1853,  at  the  payment  made  to  the 
Shawnee  Indians  by  agent  Kobinson.  I  was  there  at  the  request  of 
the  agent  to  assist  in  making  the  payment. 

In  answer  to  your  inquiry  whether  you  made  a  speech  to  the  Indi- 
ans on  either  of  those  days  or  not,  I  have  to  state  that  you  did  not. 
I  understood  that  you  made  a  speech  to  the  Shawnees  some  ten  days 
previous  to  that  time. 

Tours,  respectfully, 

J.  W.  WHITFIELD. 

E.  W.  Thompson,  Esq. 


Washington  City,  February  17,  1855. 

Dear  Sir  :  Your  favor  of  this  date  is  just  received,  and,  as  request- 
ed, I  return  an  immediate  reply  to  the  interrogatories  therein  pro- 
posed. 

I  was  present  during  the  first  day  of  the  payment  to  the  Shawnees 
in  1853,  commencing  on  the  20th  July,  and  attended  the  public  coun- 
cil of  said  Indians,  held  on  the  ground,  just  before  the  commencement 
of  said  payment. 

You  made  no  speech  or  any  remarks  whatever  to,  or  in  the  hearing 
of,  said  council,  during  the  time  I  was  present,  nor  did  I  hear  of  your 
having  made  any  such  speech  or  remarks.  And  I  have  no  hesitation 
in  stating  the  belief  that  you  could  not  have  done  so  without  my  hav- 
ing known  or  heard  of  it.  I  heard  of  no  other  speech  being  made  to 
said  Indians  on  that  day,  but  that  delivered  by  their  agent,  Major 
Kobinson,  and  a  few  remarks  made  by  superintendent  Gumming. 
Very  truly^  your  obedient  servant, 

S.  H.  WOODSON. 

CoL  E.  W.  Thompson. 


